reconcile theoretically (Postle, 2006) ]. To address this question, we performed a second study that would assess the functional significance of each of the two sets of regions (the SNGA-identified left posterior PFC versus the SS-identified regions of left posterior perisylvian cortex) by targeting each with repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation (rTMS, Feredoes et al., 2007) .
The logic of the Feredoes et al. (2007) study was that rTMS applied for the duration of the delay period would produce an alteration in performance when targeting regions that contribute importantly to the STR of verbal information. For this study, the temporal precision of rTMS offered a clear advantage over a lesion study, because it permitted us to ''dissect out'' cognitive processes engaged during the delay period while leaving unaffected the processes that precede and follow STR in the delayed-recognition task (e.g., the stimulus encoding that precedes the delay period, and the probe decision, and response selection and execution that follow the delay period). An analogous neuropsychological study, on the other hand, would necessarily leave ambiguous which of these processes was (or were) affected by the lesion, and was/were thus the source of any behavioural effect that might be observed.
For the Feredoes et al. (2007) study we recruited 24 new subjects from the same population as Feredoes and Postle (2007) , and scanned them while performing the same task. Load-sensitive regions were identified with SS analyses, and were, again, found to be topographically highly variable across subjects, but primarily clustered in left sensorimotor and posterior perisylvian cortex. We next determined where the activation peak from the SNGA analysis of the Feredoes and 
